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Stochastic Programming Model for Unit Commitment Problem
Takayuki Shiina
Central Research Institute of Electric Power Industry

Abstract. The unit commitment problem is an important problem for electric power utili-
ties. The unit commitment problem is to determine the schedule of power generating units
and the generating level of each unit. The decisions are which units to commit at each time
period and at what level to generate power meeting the electricity demand. In this paper
we propose a new stochastic programming programming model in which on/off scheduling
of generators is made before the value of random demand is known. The solution approach
is based on the Lagrangian relaxation method and dynamic programming.

1 #E

e OB CRAT ZREOCERHEREIZIX, BB L UOHNEHICREEER 24
IBJEMNEZ V. FHEEDRANOCAEL D VY A7 ZEET 272021, BE VR T AOTREEYE
EETNMEL, RENEBERLZEET I LNMEL LD, 0L ) RFREERVEET
FINTKHRAHAANT- BB L F T, FEREENE (3, 4, 13] LFHEENTW3. BAV AT AIRIT
BYAT LOEHE - EBAZLEOMES, 9, 17 IIEEHEREL LTRYEI LN TE 3.
IROORMBEICEAEEENE TN TV B0, RHEELZEA T L RFETH D
(10, 11, 12]. S FHRINIZE N B HILCHRFBIIOERICL V, FTRERRKR T TOERER
BV RV ERFENEREL R0, BRFEEOER, FEOLY —BOERIRDO LI
TW5.

AT, BEREORENE LRI (Unit Commitment Problem) #%& 2 3. Z ORI,
REHFZ LIZE X DN BARELRIT L OIC, EREROEENE LR P2 — VB LU
ERZROLBETHY, KEENOBHERA T2 — ) VIRIBETHS. RIIBHEEL
BEETEXZETAN, 7] BAVLRTWER, BEHEEOCEBH 2 EE LT/ (14, 15]
NHEFEINT. AFFETIE, TNODETNVEHRB L THEHEOI X T LDEREZXBIE, 2
DBNEBEOTRHEE L ZEE L H - RERHEETNVERRE TS, ZORMELHE DD
FRIETIX, 77TV aBE 2 KXo TERERBEEICHEEZSFTHILICLD, R
BHNZA T P a—NVEERL, ARCBENREEZMIET LAY Va— NV EEKRT 5. AFE
LY FELHC L 2R BEA A N ERDI R 2EHTHZ LN TE 3.

2 SFVFVI—IZLELFEEZDORE

EEVEILOEAZt =1,...,T OMBNLREFMTEXS. BE¥ KRBT 2ENEEL %
BREHRTHLLERL, TDOESREL 4, L RT. BERER L, ITHEROBEBRIMINED LI
T4 5. THEICDhE AREEROEREDM D = (dy,...,dr) 2TV 4 & L. SO
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BAERMEAS, VTV AOERE SHEEEEL, sEBDL TV 4 d° = (d5,...,d5) BERT
DHERE p (X5 ps=1) £T5. vV AIRKRD Fig LIZHBWT, Y U —DIR / — RH 5K
D) —F~DELLTRIND.

k]

0 1 2 e
Fig. 1. ¥ FVADY Y —KRH

220D F VA dn, d%2 (s; # sp) Db DREHF ¢ ETOBRBIZBNT, (d,...,df") =
(d2,...,d?) 2B THE, ChoIMEt s Ty ) —LORLEELES. 2200V F )
A do, d2 TR ABERREIISE L RATHER RV, BRREE I, BE ¢ OBRETIIY
FTUFdn &L d2 B3R 2ODERBZ LTIV AIIHETEZLE#RB L TREEITO ZLNAT
72V R ¢ TRt + 1 RERBI AR O SRICET A BB REREF ITIIEZ b TE LT, K
Bt ETDd PDBEH S TREEZ LRTNERORNWOTHD. ZOFRGEZTFRITATHE
PE4 /M (nonanticipativity) & FES. 7 U FOHRFES {1,..., S} FFFERIZB VT, EWIZ
RERMOIEAIINEITES. Bt T TOBBICBWTY T YA s LELWIT U FDRF
#£48% B(s,t) TRT.Fig.1 iZBWTIX, B(1,1) = B(2,1) = {1,2}, B(3,1) = B(4,1) = {3,4}
L723. &1 B(s,t) = B(s,t) M2 B(s',t+1) # B(s,t +1),8 < s, M@= 522 61, ¥
FUVA sy F VA FRFEEMt+ 1YV —ETRIET S, O F IV F s BRRTDS <s L@l
EDOBBEEZ LR LLVWRYIOREE T(s) TRL, VTV A sOFBREES T VA1
*LTIET(1) =1 B FigldFITI, T2) =T4)=2,TB) =1ThH5.
EBHEETF—F d,t=1,...,T,s=1,...,5 ITEEEROHID®,Fig2 DX 72V X
MEEZRWD. ¥ F VA siZonTE, Y ) — DS RUBEDORET — ¥ diy), ..., df D
BRETD. BETF—F d, BREFENDT L AR B(s) £T5&, T—F diy,y, ..., dp 13
RDOT FLURB(s),...,B(s+1) - 1ITRFEINS.

- Scenario 1 J . Scenario s Scenario s+1
1 2 T cee B(s) ...B(s+11) B(s+1) - B(s+‘21)
8 . s s s+1 +1
d! d% ce d,fr . d‘r(,) cen dy dT(.-+1) S Y -2

"Fig. 2. VA - VYT BT FHEE

TATY RATHE, BEEOHADOT IR TR LB T DI, FHACOVTHEE
F—F LRk, t=1,...,T,s=1,...,8 Tx#< z,t=1(s),...,T,s=1,...,5 DA%
EETD. EOHE, VT VA s OEBHERp, & Lycpeypy LEEH|RD.
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3 MERFBEIERICLDERE

FERFHEIEICESHEENEILRMBET T V&2 LT OMRE (SUC) IZRT . IEROMEREHE

)V (14, 15] TiX, EEWELLICED S 0-1 BRIV TV ABIZEHTHHDOTHo T, ﬁ%@%ﬁ
AT L :»oh‘é@ﬁﬁf it REHOBBELER Y Va2 — VIIBEFRICESWTEE SR,
%gﬁmi%%%@tﬂﬁui STHIETDHHLDTHD. X NOEEN X7 2B L, &
BELENCS U CTHRAERLZRDLI-OIZE, 20k 5 RBREICE L-ERHEET LVEE
ZBHZENEETHS. UTIEORERIZ ot DENMREEZZD. B vy 1IREH L OFF
BRI ORERZRT 0-1EHTHS. B oS, ITREM DT U A sizBiT 3R/t OH
HTHD EE - EIEEET0-1 5B u, 132> T VLT ZBLTCEHETHIN, HHEERTEHK
3 1T Y AIE CCEBT 5 2 LiICEBE SV B fi(xf,) (TRER OB EERT
.’Eft D2 Ykﬁgﬁfﬁ)é Eg& g,-(u,-,t_l, ui,t) li%%ﬂiz 0)@@%% %fﬁ L/)(ui,t—l, ui,t) = (0, ].) D
BRCIEDBRBER LY, TNUADHEIZIZ0 L 25K THS.

(SUC) :
(1) min Zpszzfz Ty Uzt+zzgz Us g~ l,uzt)
s=1 i=1t=1 i=1t=1
(2) subject to met2df,t=1,...,T,s=1,...,S
i=1
(3) u,-t—ui,t_lSuiT,T=t+1,...,min{t+L,~—1,T},
i1=1,...,1,t=2,...,.T,s=1,...,5
(4) U1 — U S 1—up, 7=+ 1,...,min{t +1; - 1,T},
i=1,...,I,t=2,...,T,s=1,...,5
(5) q,u,t<.z',t<Q,-u,~t,i=1,...,I,t=1,...,T,s=1,...,S
(6) i =xi,i=1,..., I, t=1,...,T,
V31’32e{13'-',S}a31#SQvB(Sl,t)=_B(32,t)
(7) UitE{0,1},i=1,...,],t=1,...,T,S=1,...,S

HEOBIE (1) 1%, B8 2 2 P OB/METH S, 82 2 M, REROETO T ) AT
HSE L EBRA ORI E 25, H (2) 11, HHORRINBHEBE BT ZOORETH
3. Hi40 (3) 13, B 13— BAEE L7z b L, B CEE LR E R 5N D L 2R T
RHREIC B (4) 1, SEEEME § 12— BAS1E L7e b [ RERER OIS LE LR TR 52T & 3 R
. H49 (5) XREEOH AN ETREEX5.Q;, ¢ (XENENHRER | OHAD ERE, T
RIECH 5. HI% (6) IXTRIRAEM 2R

4 fBEOF7NLTY) XL

EELEO T TOENSILRE LR - =R OERHEET TV (14, 15] T, FRIARTEE
HEHO B LI RICESEILIELY O 7V A\ T b DT 7 a—F i3, Progressive
Hedging Algorithm [8] IZZE-S3\W\\TW 5. Bifi T/R L7 ERFHET T )V TIIEBFLLIZED S
By (32T VA L CEB LW 2D, kDT Fa—F ZEERAVD Z LIXTER.
¥ B (SUC) DEEXREMB (2) 27 77 v Va2 REERWCTEMT 5. A(>0) i34
ST g8 > d ICHF BT ST n BT B,

(LSUC):

L(/\) = min Zps Zz.fz T uzt + Zzgz(uzt 1, utt EZAs szt

s=1 i=1t=1 i=1t=1 s=1t=1
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Uip — Uigo1 < Uir, T =t+1,...,min{t + L; — 1,T},
i=1,...,,t=2,...,T,s=1,...,S

g1 — U <1 —wy,r=t+1,...,min{t +1; - 1,T},
i=1,... It=2. . Ts=1,...,8

qiuig < 5 < Qiug,t=1,..., I, t=1,...,T,s=1,...,S

g =z3,i=1,.... I, t=1,...,T,
Vsi,s9 € {1,...,S},81 # 89, B(s1,t) = B(s2,t)

uyg € {0,1},i=1,...,,t=1,...,T,s=1,...,8

ZOREE (LSUC) X RE#: = 1,...,. ] L THBRETH DD, I @EOFHE
(LSUC(:)),i=1,..., [ ITDfRTE 5.

(LSUC(2)) :

s T T S T

min Y ps Y filzl)uie + D gi(uig-1, uie) — DD AT
=1 t=1 t=1 s=1t=1
Uig — Uig1 < Uir, T=t+1,...,min{t + L, = 1,T},
t=2,...,T,s=1,....,S
Uigo1 — Ut < 1 —uyr,7=t+1,... min{t+ 1, —-1,T},
t=2,...,T,s=1,...,8
guyg < i < Qiug,t=1,...,T,s=1,...,8
zi} =zi,i=1,...,I,t=1,...,T,
Vsy, 8 € {1, .,S},Sl # Sg,B(Sl,t) = B(Sg,t)
uite{0,1},t=1,...,T,S=1,...,S

TR (LSUC()) < 2 ¢ 282 5. THEOBMBEELB/MET D o), #RDDHID
(2, IROIRE (GO(4, s, t):Generation Optimization for Unit ¢ under Scenario s at Time t) %
s=1,...,5,t=1(s),...,TIZT2O\WTHES.

(GO(3, s, t)):
. s
min  fi(z}) — FET
subject to ¢; < z%, < Q;

FIRE (GO(i, s,1)) X 2 REHERIRETH Y, T DMEE 23 LT 5. Bl 13TV A s DBRLEL
BIZOWVWTRO TV B O TFRIARTRESSELZRHEIZ LTV Z LIZEBREINV. BWVT, &R
HWREBEIER 7 Va— vl & ZAVTHNFHEEICIYRDD. RERIHLVED
RELKDODBELIZL,+;, THO k=1,...,L; 3IBERE, ZVDOk=L;+1,...,L; +; = IE
WREEEXZRT. Ci(t,k) %, BB BRI ¢ ICBWTIREE L TH HFF, Rt ORI T £ TIZ
DL BR/NEALEERTS. T5 L, BINEHEREICR T 5 BEEFREITROBEE (8) TRE



Ci(t, k) =

(CGt+Lk+1)+ > (X pofilay) —Nzi) ifk=1
se{s':i7(s' )<t} s'€B(s,t)

Glt+Lk+1)+ > (X pofila) - Nzy) ifl1<k<L
se{s :i7(s' )<t} s'€B(st)

(8) ) min{Ci(t+1,E)+ 3 ( Y pyfileR) — Nz,

se{s’:r(s' )<t} s'e€B(s,t)

Ci(t+1,k+1)+ ( > pgfilxy)—Nzi) fk=1L;
se{s':'r(s')<t} s €B(s,t)
Ci(t+1,k+1) fL,<k<L;+1; -
| min{C;(t + 1, k),Ci(t + 1,1) + ¢:(0,1)} if k=1L, +1

TR OHBITIL BPBALEL DTV A s DRBLT, py = Tyepy by LB
HZ THELTWS Z LY, PRIRWEEZESFHZINS. ZOBFRKXEt =T »
bt=1FTHETZZ LIV, FRIE (LSUCK)) DEERMARD B ID. LhL, 577
¥ a fEFnRE (LSUC) & DT RIS (LSUC(:)) 2\ TR®D BN AR EE TR R b
T RO T Fig3 P 2— YV AT 4y 7 FECL Y, FEEMI-THRELEKRT S.

e 7w 7 0. RRE (LSUC) & FFkE (LSUC(:)) < Z Lic XV, Mzl =
LGIs=1,..., St =7(s8),...,Tu},i =1,....[,t = 1,..., T HH{ELNL T
%. shortage(s,t) = Z,’_lw,t,t—'r(s) L T,s=1,...,8 &75.

o ATV 1 u, =1 W TRER € {1,..., ]} ICH LT, Figpris L3 o
BRWBICHDEZ ERSEDO0OEEY X N EERT 3.

e ATy T 2. Kt=1(s),...,T,s=1,...,S 1T L TRDOEIE% shortage(s,t) =0
ERDETHRYIET. BEY R FX OV EHRBBEORLDIRVREM 28R T 5.
xzt = z}} +min{Q; — =}, shortage(s,t)}. shortage(s,t) = shortage(s,t)—min{Q; —

x}}, shortage(s,t)}. FEH  #BE Y X b o HEBRT 5.

Fig. 3. BREXREMEWMT DD 2—U AT 4y 7 Ffi

R (LSUC) D fZiX MR8 (SUC) D& BRIBEBIEDC TRE 52 5. KW T,(LSUC) DfEH>
LEAREIZLY TREZ ER IV, REINDI+1~¢ EU&: x TV aEEIIKR
DORUTZ J: DEHINS.

9) | . A=\ !
QAT v THA X THD. EIXLA)DA=NITBITELEARTH Y, ROFREXEH=T.
(10) LX) < L) + (A = )¢

FSRE (LSUC) (23 T,
I
(11) g =- = —d)
=1
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ThD. RIEHIRIED 72 H121E, ROBRER - ST hide 6720,

(12) allélll = 02> 3 el = 0
l

ATy YA XOBRENIIROARXBANDND Z L BE.
L* — L(\Y
€112

77 U,L* 1% (LSUC) DRER TH B 720, b b LHEOEERMSD Z LT TERY, ED
b, BRH IR ILRE T E RV BRDARICE D 2T v 7H A RERET .

(13) Q) =

8(UB — L(\))
€41

ZZTUBII(SUC) DEBEEMBEMEO ERETHY 0 130 < 0 < 2%&WT X 58T
n5. M (SUC) #fE 7Y X A% Figd TRy

(14) oy =

e RFvT 0. REEKI =0 L, M7/ V2R N, s = 1,...,51t =
7(8),..., T BEZHNTWVS.

« 2FvF 1. (LSUCH)), i = 1,...,I1 #M&<. (GOG,s,0)), i = 1,...,1,5 =
L,....,8t=r1(s),....T v a¥,i=1,...,I,s =1,...,5t = 7(s),...,T xR
, BIEEE 8)Ic& Y u,i=1,...,,t=1,...,T&ZRDD.

e AFy T 2. bta—VURT oy FHE (Figl) itk Wizt =1(s),...,T,s =
1,...,S ZEIET 5.

¢ ATV T 3. ST UV aREEHAKX(14)IZL Y, REEEFHTD.
e AFy T 4. REEKI=1+1:T5. ATy T 1.~

Fig. 4. (SUC) &< 7NV =TY Xk

5 HIERER

Wl I = 10, EAREK T = 168(h)(= 7(days)) PV AT L &R E L THEXR
EiTol. 5750 P BMER I UEMEHEREOHEIXC 2 AV T, Sun Enterprise
420R(450MHz UitraSPARC II) TfFo7z. 1 BEED 1 BROBERET —F & b L1, Table.1
DEICTFIVAREZT. T ) AOEEKITS = 16 Th Y Fig.sh DHEEZFF.
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Table 1. &7 U FIZB T HEEOEH)

Scenario Probability hour
25-48 49-72 73-96 97-120
AW KWE KM KB

1 0.0625 0 0 0 0
2 0.0625 0 0 0 +10%
3 0.0625 0 0 +20% 0
4 0.0625 0 0 +20% +10%
5 0.0625 0 +20% 0 0
6 0.0625 0 +20% 0 +10%
7 0.0625 0 +20% +20% 0
8 0.0625 0 +20% +20% +10%
9 0.0625 +10% 0 0 0
10 0.0625 +10% 0 0 +10%
11 0.0625 +10% 0 +20% 0
12 0.0625 +10% 0 +20% +10%
13 0.0625 +10% +20% 0 0
14 0.0625 +10% +20% 0 +10%
15 0.0625 +10% +20% +20% 0
16 0.0625 +10% +20% +20% +10%
2z ks
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
' — s 16
0 25 49 73 97 168 hour

Fig.5. 7 U A D&

LB, ENEKBHEBEITT VIZOWTHLHEZRD S, ENKBHEETVIZEW
TiL, BB 0-1 EATREER 7 ¥ 2 — % Fig.l D& F U 41 T i, FHIR I BE4E =
APERODDZLICKY, ERFETT NV L ERT S, BENKEHEET LTI, B AKX
KREROEEREREIIEEDO LA EZMXi—2oDYF ) DRI TRAETEILDO LT
5. BEMEEHEMBELZBOTELONESELE 0-1 A7 P2 —L g, 2% LT, Table 1
D16 TV ADRET HROEHHIE R M2 RD D, EHHAE 3 X MILLT O 2 REHHER
B (ASCOP:Average Supply Cost Optimization Problem) D&@EfE L L TRH LN 5. [
(ASCOP) % AMPL [6] % BB\ T2k & 1, ILOG H-DOREEHE 13— CPLEX7.0 £ T

o 2
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(ASCOP):
S I T

T
min Ds E Z fil@d,) e + Z z Gi(Ti—1,Uiyg)
0 4

s= 1=1t=1 i=1t=1
1

subject to fotde,tzl,...,T,szl,...,S
i=1

qi’a,‘tS.’BftSQiﬁit,iZ1,...,I,t=1,...,T,8=1,...,S
i =z¢,i=1,...,I,t=1,...,T,
Vs1,80 € {1,...,5},31 #Sz,B(Sl,t) ‘—‘B(Sg,t)

ReEMEBHETTLV (S=1THHHE) & LT REOEM[16)2EEL T, AKkK
AROFBADEBEIIMNETIBELAR LR TFHERL LT (5%, 10%, 10%, 5%) (Table 1 D
16 BDYF Y AT HBEOFEMEIICKE) 225 (10%, 20%, 20%,10%) (Table 1 (Z&\>
THRLEEOKREVE16 27 U Aizxtis) £ T|E (1%, 2%, 2%,1%) TLEA &7 6 EORE
IZDOWVWTE XD, FERHERE (SUC) iX5ER ) a— 2t (EEOFHIREICH LT, KL
BOEITRRREENEET D LWV OHE 4, 13]) 2RV, BERZ R ERME
ERNTELON 0-1 A7 Y a—zx LTI, B3 (ASCOP) OfEIIL T L L FELRWE
WH ZLIZEESNREZW. UTOBRIEIETI0000EDT V7 Y 2 BMEORBEZ#Y K
L7=bDTHS.

Table 2. BFETNMZXTT DR

TV KEEMREKE THME Fyv” (ASCOP)
(%) '
FEREE (REBIE) 3669641 3574354  2.60 -
R ERY (5%,10%,10%,5%) 3661903 3565734  2.63  FEITAAIRE
REER) (6%,12%,12%,6%) 3690471 3599839 246  EATREHE
FEER) (7%,14%,14%,7%) 3723632 3634030  2.40  EITARAIRE
FEERT (8%,16%,16%,8%) 3752530 3668190  2.25  FEITRAIRE
HEER (9%,18%,18%,9%) 3788842 3702357  2.28 3858235

HEER (10%,20%,20%,10%) 3829294 3735353  2.45 3858235

FETER R ERRHEIT T MOV T, BE LR (5%, 10%, 10%, 5%) 25 (8%, 16%, 16%,
8%) T TER I 4>OMBEEBOTHONIEENFIERA 7 V2 — A5 b iXRIEE (ASCOP)
DETRRERIIB OV, T72b b Table 1. D 16 @D F Y A THREOHI-Ih2WVb
DOBFETDZ LIRS, BELREREY (9%, 18%, 18%, 9%), (10%, 20%, 20%, 10%) & L 73R
D2 H>ORIEDIREE FVD &, BB (ASCOP) I3EFTAIREIC 2 D. ZH b D (ASCOP) D H
ROBBSLME & MR BT T N0 B ARSI % ik ¥ 2. BB U RERFEIEIC X D L WSRO
ERIBEREHE T T T, %9 4.89% = 100 x (1 — 3669541 22\ B F DR BB OEBNFIL R

3858235

Va—NERRFREL Rof. REREBEILR Y V2 — A EUT O Fig6 IR
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0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 hour
Fig.6. @A a2 —n

*gwmﬂmm»wMH

REHAL 61IEITFL, BEH35103F BB THY, TOMOREERIER LFILE
175.

6 #&Eia

zli Kfri HEWMEHELREICH L THEOLV AT LADERE2RBEE, HOBEHEE
@Tﬁ&%ﬁ%%}ﬁ LG RERHBEETNEZHR L. ZORBEEZBRLI DT IV
Bk L BAMHEEICESHETNLNIY XA L. AFECLY, FELEBICL 54t
BERAIRANERDY A7 ZEBT A ENTE S, SR TRINZIEHEHILIZAT T, E
HBBI R 2 ZBLI-ETNVEHARBT I LENBRETHS.
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